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REMARKS 

Claims 1-41 are pending in this application. The Patent Office considers that the 
present application contains three distinct inventions and thus requires that Applicants 
elect one invention for examination. 

In response, Applicants provisionally elect Group 1, claims 6-7, drawn to a 
method of imparting insect resistance to a plant by transformation with a construct 
encoding a basement membrane degrading protease insect toxin with traverse. 
Applicants elect Cathepsin L protease as a species for prosecution on the merits to 
which the claims should be restricted if no generic claim is finally held to be allowable. 
Claims 1-7 and 11-13 are generic claims to Group I. Claims readable on the elected 
species are 1-7 and 11-15. 

Applicants understand that claims 1-7 and 11-15 are linking claims of groups I 
and II and that upon allowance of linking claims, the restriction requirement as to the 
linked inventions shall be withdrawn and any claims depending from or otherwise 
including all the limitations of the allowable linking claims will be entitled to examination 
in the instant application. It is further acknowledged that upon allowance of a generic 
claim, Applicants will be entitled to consideration of claims to additional species which 
are written in dependent form or otherwise include all the limitations of an allowed 
generic claim. 

However, Applicants respectfully request that the claims of Groups I and III be 
examined together since the claims are linked technically in that the compositions of 
claims 16-20 are the same protein product (i.e., basement membrane degrading 
protease) used in the Group I claims. Because of this technical relationship, it would 
not cause undue burden on the Patent Office to examine all the claims of Groups I and 
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III simultaneously. Applicants urge the Examiner to reconsider the current Restriction 
Requirement and to examine claims 1-7 and 1 1-20 together. 

If there are issues related to patentability, the courtesy of a telephone interview is 
requested, and the Examiner is invited to call to arrange a mutually convenient time. 

It is believed that this submission does not require the payment of any fees. 
However, if this is incorrect, please charge any deficiency to Deposit Account No. 07- 
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1969. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Heeja Yoo-Warren 
Reg. No. 45,495 
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